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ABSTRACT 

The data for this paper are taken mainly from a 
longitudinal study of the college graduating class of 1961, Based on 
a subsampie of earlier respondents^ this study was primarily 
concerned with the graduates' evaluation of his college^ his opinions 
on the goals of higher education in general, his opinions on the 
financing of higher education^ and his plans for his children's 
college education. Questionnaires were received from 4,868 of the 
6,005 persons in the subsampie, for a response rate of 8136, The 
questionnaire included items on pplitical attitudes and orientations, 
The questions that concern this paper were part of a battery tapping 
support for student and black militancy, and views on draft 
deferments for students. Results include the following: students in 
humanities were likely to support prot'^sts; and father's education is 
one of the strongest early determinants of support for militancy. 
There is a possibility that studies such as this can he used to 
predict to a college which applicants will engage in protest and the 
use of such a study to prevent the admission of such applicants. 
However, it is the very characteristics that support dissent that 
colleges are looking for in potential students. Therefore, colleges 
are unlikely to deny admission to bright children from well --educated 
families or students who are likely to go on to graduate school for 
the reasons that they may support activism while at school. 
(Author/PG) 
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'j\\v popular roiu'C'p l.i on of. \\]r j)r(>j;».Mit i.i.i]il:ri;ir inovcr.uMiL.s nu'.cnj; 

r.UKk:nls i ji thai: iiiil.i I iuicy rcprc^-c-nls a drarnat. '.c chatif.i' fi^'ni provi(>us 

years,' Tho 1930' n aro l.licaij^^li t: of r.y^ n dccatU; of opaf.hy, conroiTul.'.r.i , 

imd Lho or{'ani ^-'.lUi on u:'n, Scviou.s fiO^ci.al ncu'iicc mu^;L, liciv.'Civor j b(* 

more than a ]j,l:Llci {■krpl.ical o!: .such a drri-uRlc. rovolut:ion. Clearly 

thc;rc arc rumy stiudcnls today v;hc^ have liLLlc fiyinj^^alhy for the pro- 

l:c^sters; 60 per cent: of the i.ncoun*!^^' collcgo f roj.;hiv.Cii in 1969 said f.hat 

collep^o officials hava been Loo lax in dealing vn.Lh sLudc-^nl' prcLept.s on 
2 

campus, Tho Gallup Poll found in laic 1969 that half tlic students in 
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the country support the Republican Adknini.Rtrat ion^ s VleL Kain policy. 

llovjever, tiherc Is less evidence to support the notion tlial tlie 
students of a decade age v:ere not so. apathetic as the popular stereotype 
vjould have us bel i.evc . Recent research at the National Opinion Research 
Center v:ould indicate that although the graduates of 1961 have not been 
actively en^^aged in protest activity themselves (only 5 per cent had 
parLlcipated in an anti-v:ar protest, only 1 per. cent considered the;n- 
selves "Xev: Left," and only 9 per cent had engaged in a civil rights 
protest) J they v;ere still able to shov7 some considerable s^Tiipathy for 
protest movements. As of June, 1968, 15 per cent vjould approve of 
thei.r childrens p.jr ticipating i.n an anti-var protest, and 30 per cent 
would approve of their participation in a civil rights protest. 
Furthermore J approximately half oi the alumni indicated general sympathy 
vith botii the student and black movements. 

Alumni are more supportive of student protest than is the 
general public^ but this is largely the result of the lov.-'er educational 



IcvoJ of Lhc: pc^pu] ncc , T\\ ( he v;l;JL-C' jiojiulia ion , .supjtort" f.rv 
is virl'.iKilly liunlud (:o ]K')-fu)n5; \;ho h:»V(.' t'.liC'v.isi'l vc\s nl LcikIc d ccll'/j-c. 
Tlio i\!i\>.)o i<; not' I 7uc' of b] .-^c): .'^ , v;ho ^trc n)0)-i' Jilu'ly In supporl «.iLuf)t.MU 
prolcisl^; in [;cnoiwi] and at every cnluciM I (>n:il Irvr-l. Grrfit.cv cJuccit.ion 
prculurc'fi greater Lolcroaco M.iung blricl;*-. p,s well rjnonj; v/lritf;;/' 

It- is n r** asonab] c: hypolihesifi t iitU- collc^u'- aluinni \:\\o support: 
sLuclPnl di.ssonL v:ill rcscnble tho sLnclcnt'. cUsscmi lors , Rc-scawb find- 
ings yield a rat.her consl.s t onL picture of ihc sLudcnfs v.dui cMifr.gc in 
dcmonsLraLionf.. Tbey are lilcely to be Jc:v;iPh and ("O covno fror.i vippcir- 
niidct] c- class hoir.cs who.sc political valuos* arc liberal if no!: radical. 
In addil:ion, tboy Icud.to bo bric',hL, t:o got good grrdos, and to major 
in " j.n te] iGctvial" i:ic].ds such as the hu:nanities and the social scic-nces." 

The data for this paper arc taken mainly from Llie fifth wave, of 
NORC^s longitudinal study of the collc^',c graduating class of 1961. 
Based on a sul^sample of eairlier respondents, this wave v;as primarily 
concerned vjith the graduate's evaluation of his college, his opinions 
on the goals of higher education in general, his opinions on the fi- 
nancing of higher education, and his plans for his children's college 
education. Questionnaires were received from 4,S68 of the 6,005 
persons in the subsample, for a response rate, of 81 per cent. The 
questionnaire included items on political att itudes .and orientations. 

The questions that v^ill concern us here v:ere part of a battery 
tappi.ng support for student and black militancy, viev7S on draft defer- 
ments for students, and attitudes tovjard the role of technology and 
expertise in modern society. The last is not discussed in this paper. 
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bc'l:v;oc:n NiofiC ilrip.s v;aro fc^i.iai tT J , and a (|UTc:h niid 
dirty iocro)- /inaJy.sLs v;a^'. pei-l!o) r.;ei;! . TaM c ] lisls I. he llvv^y^ in 
im Indov ol supj>orl for ml] 11 o;icy . To c/^ch, rtf;j)Ond(MU could 
or dlBiijircc:, 5;t:ronj;;ly or so-mowVu'U- . The po vccnl a^^.c-.s refer lo suppcn- 1 
for the. inillLnnl posiLlon as j nd i.cci led by. n^;r^'c^.lCM\l■ or d Isa^^rccmen I- 
v;iLh l-ho r.pctnfic iLci.i. 

Nol:c! LhaL tlui i Lcmn refer Lo t:v7o arpeclis of inj U.l.ancy — sdidcnl. 
proLesfy and Negro uill.j.tcincy . Tlie tV70 arc puL Logelher beeai.uic thc^y 
are highly correlat:cd. The mean oT Lhe fifltu'n different gamnuns be- 
l:v;eGn l:he Hems Is .54. It V7as nol. possible to dlsLlnguif'.h a 

black from a student dimension. Though this paper is labeled as an 
analysis of support for student protests j the actual dependent vari- 
able includc^s support for black militancy as v.^oll. Tliere Is no reason 
to believe that separating out the items referring to sludents v.-ould 
have produced difJ:erent results. The dependent variable is a score on 
an index that measures support for militancy. This uveasure has a range 
from 0 to 18 and a raean of 9. 

Table 2 contains most of the independent varialiles to be analy- 
zed belov? and gives their correlation with the index cf support for 
militancy. .Included are counterparts of many of the variables referred 
to in the literature on student protesters. The variables are presented 
in a rough temporal ordering, starting v;ith family background and ending 
. ' vith enrollment in graduate school. In the analysis to follov?, this 
ordering vjill be taken into account. 

As correlation coefficients go, none of these is very large, 
though they do tend to confirm the idea that supporters of student 

ERLC 



p)-C)!.i»;iI ?: from n]';?LlK'l:ic' {'.fnc-rnl i tmi nn: mi'hci' slinilni; Lc» LIjc* 

p)'C)l c\s I. ( r>' fij.' L))c rj{,: { J vis L ^;c'j)tM*/i I loji » Tho .svi^'por I iM's I 'jnd lo co\:>r 
from v.H' 1 1 -cflucc'} ( fd r;ncj nfflucMit; j-aiaJJ i c::-; , Ti)C!y nlr>o U'lul to he ,:ic*wi£;h 
cincl /:)'0);i 1 nr^c m'bcin ni.'Ca.s. As in Lhc^ j;rncviil popvi] nl. i on , bc*in;; younc; 
is rcl^ilcd l:o suppo)M fo:; prol.o.sir., In oL))C)* v;ordr., ;jlui:;ni. who v.cnt 
fhroupji college ''on schedule'' i\rv. m05;L lil:ely to be sympalbeLir Lo 
pr'ol:osl\s. Tho£;e v;ho had sperU i-orne Liine .in I lu? "rctjl v;orld" before 
gradiKT t' ion arc ]e?f. likely l:o bo sympnLheLic, 

It: was noL po57slblo l;.o use a "pure" ineasnre of i.nLell ectual 
ability for Lhi.s paper, buL the last: three variables in Table 2 in- 
dicate that it is the hrif.ht graduates v;ho are likely to support: stu- 
dent protests. The measure of college quality used here is Astin's 
"selectivity." 

In addition to the variables nieiitioned above, we shall look at 
one other characteristic--careGr field. The same question v;as used at 
two time periods--the senior year (1961) and 1968. It asked about a - 
person's long-range career field. Respondents chose the field closest 
to their intentions from a list of about 100 that included the major 
professions, business, education, and the traditional arts and sciences. 

As Table 3 shows , persons who in tended to make a career in the 
humanities were very likely to support protests. They are follov^ed in 
this regard by prospective social scientists and lav?yers. At the bottom 
of the list are persons interested in health fields other than m6;dicine,- 
prospect ive engineers , and businessmen, v;ith'schooI teache/i (the career 
field of education) somev/hat above them. These results are consistent ' 
with studies of the militants themselves. Though the percentages look 



)*^il"liO)* j};i|)rc\';.'; i \HJ , l.ho cor rol <i I i f »n Ix- cii lr,j.h;,; in 1)m* liu:.h*Jii j I i.cs iu 
19G3 and raippor |- f prot i <; J r: .]8, nnd (irrtl. bclv.'C'cn bcin^; :itt cn^', i lu^c r- 

nnd 5-;n|.)por (: for pruLcf.Lr, I'.r - .09. Thr data for scnlo)* ytiav arc? 

consislCMil vn.l:li Lliosc {.or 1968, vm i li r.lu^ ] at tor bcinj', at f:c'mr:v;lia I sivmi;^;or 
prodlc tor . 

The bulk of I bo cmal ysi.s of suj^pcn,' t Tor mil i l ancy v.-j 1 1 be cai'r J C'd 
ouL v;ilb MHilLi.plc? roc;ro.S5: j.oa fecbni qucs , n.^iin^; duiiimy variables; v;(m:m-c.' nec- 
essary . iS ince none C)f ibc cor re I aL Ions be iv/e.en I: ho depondenf var i ab] e 
and Lbe IndependenL variables is lar^;,ej Lbc results vriW necessarily be 
i: a t: b c r d 1 s a p p o 1 n L 1 n g . \1 e s b a 1 1 b a v c s cm e. s iil ) s I: a n L 1 v e )' e \ a a i k s t o ni n1 : e. on 
Ibis point: lal:c»r. To geL a roup/n Idea oC bov/ tbis analysis eomjjares vn'.lii 
tbe more usual p]*occdnres of looking at: perccnLage differencesj v;e can 
turn l:o Table 4, v/bich is a l:radxLlonaI pereenLage (able relatilng a^^.e 
and college quality to militancy. By ordinary survey standards, tbe 
results are respectable cnougb . r)Oth vari.ables are clearly Important.. 
Tbe rovj and column differences are sucb tbat, by ordinary standards, we 
have a *'i:inding." In fact, tbe two variables together explain 6 per cent 
of the variance, when they are treated as quantitative and not collapsed. 

As we pointed out earlier, the independent variables will be 
handled in a rough time ordering, starting v;ith characteristics associated 
with the person's family background. Additional variables are then added, 
generally according to the order of their occurrence' in a person's edu- 
cational career. 

The entire analysis is contained in Table 5, whi.ch ts, for a 
variety of reasons, a rather unusual table. The independent vari.ables 
define the rows, and four coefficients define the columns* In the first 



vol\n\\n iu Che* r Lnnclfirdi xcd net, rr(;r('SMi.cui v.mj i li ( , j^'-'Jil' ^l'*-' 
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.second Ls I In* cocfJ. lei onv of dc^ioi'i.M' notion (U ) ny.i\OL'u\[ v(] v/j l.h (j 
•^•jvcni of vni:lnl.>los , In l.hivc] ] r> t:ht: itu'roinonl in ]< bruu^'.lu 

nbout by nrlcllnj^; a glvon set. of vav J <tl)l cs . Tho fou7*t".h colimm giVL'.s 
Lho mu] 1 i.plc correlation coef Tic i.c»nl: itself, 

The? fir.st: five variables v:ere considc!i;ec] t.o bo eonLeinporanec>ur7 
^ and v;ere entered siinu] Icineously , The effects; of each are f;iven nct_of 
t'he of.her fc)ur_in t:ho /'Ca, When the fi.rst: of Lbe additional variables, 
colle^'^e quality, is inf.roduced , its be la i.s r.ivon net of the five 
earlier Vt-^^r iables , Sinee it v;ould be inappropriate to pai'tial out the 
effects of later variables on earlier ones, the coefficients of the 
fi.rst five variables do not include controls for. later ones. Except 
for the first five,' the effects of a variable are given net of a 1 1 
variables listed above it in the table but net of- none of those falling 
belov; it. 

To begin', then, the first column of Table 5 shov:s that father's 
education is one of the stronj^est early determinants of support for 
ini.litancy and that parental family income is a quite v/eak determinant. 
Age and religion are nearly as strong as father^s education. Jevjs .are 
more likely to support dissent than are Gentiles, and the younger 
graduates are more likely t.o be tolerant than the older. V7e should 
remember that in this sample age varies but year of graduation does 
not. The older graduates had undoubtedly spent some period of time 
av:ay from the campus. Their .exposure to campus culture V7as more in- 
termittent and perhaps less intensive than that of the younger gradu- 
ates, v:ho had gone straight on through from high school, Hometov/n size 
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is a rclcilivcly ununi'iorLcmt v^nrlahlc, iiy, ^£1:^ i n^li-c^'il cir. . 

The. sixc of (:ho .s:v»;ip] c (iicuivly f)>000 ca^rT.) maker. (Iiir. coo f fi c i en I. 
r,lot;i5'l leal Jy f; i 1 fi Crin (. ; .1 L Ir. j)cnrly Hvc Linies «i5; ]ni>,o ar; its 
sta.ulisvd erroi.'. All five inilial vaiiaUlc.s nxplain only 6 pci: cent 
of Cho variance i.n !ni])port foi* fiCucIenl ini.] i.Lancy . 

SliudnnL proLcsL lias l>y no nican^; l>eon 1 .liiii. I f:(l l.o acaderucal 1 y 
prcKli ous, v:cl 1 -knov.'n ca:r.pLU'.cr. , hut' iLr> incldrMicc has been j;^,reatev 
In sucii places Lhan in the more ob.scurc oner.. Hence, v:e should not" be 
surprised Lo find a positive corrolaLlon bel:v;een college qualily and 
student militancy. Shov/ln^', t:hat' v:e can o>;pcct the same thing with 
ref,ard to alumni tolerance for dissent I'equires a little further 
discussion. 

In this sample of graduates, support for militancy is nega- 
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tively related to the existence of a protest at one^s alma mater. 
At the same time, college quality and support for dissent are posi- 
tively related. It v:as unfortunately not possible to include the 
presence or absence of protest on campus as a variable in this analy- 
sis. But the pattern of correlations reported above guarantees that 
v;e are not overestimating tlie effects of college quality. If the 
better campuses had not been more likely to experience protests, their 
1951 alumni V70uld have been even more favorable to protests than they 
actually were. As if Is, college quality, with a b eta of .18, adds 3 
per cent to the proportion of the variance explained. 

Grades do nearly as vjell V7ith a beta of .16. Two explanations 
of the effects of these last tv;o variables come to mind. One would 
ascribe the college-quality effect to a value climate supportive of 



effort v.'oulil bc; LcikcM lo .indj.c.nK^ Ihnl iiiwucrAlccA] y nrii\nlccl bc'lmvUn' 
LlKit v.'as rcxvarcU'd on i\ [;3vcn c^i'iipur: v;as ar'soc. i fit.cd \!\[\\ I o] cvrnun- for 
<iisj:en(:. Th'^ c'?! I oniaLlvc cxpl rn^rwi i.on would .sj.K)j)]y nolc lli^il jnlrJ]oc~ 
tunl. abil.j.ly Is nol. coiiLrollod and yay tliat tlic* (.vo varJciljles Lc^^i'lhcr 
arc a rc-ar-onably good 5;ubr;l ilutc . V'c? \onnL: lo adopt; Ibc! ,sGcoiid api)rc)L.cii 
hero, buL it sboiOd be: clear l.baL Lho. only v;ay to decide thci Isf-v'c v:ould 
be with a mca»surc of Int^l l.ccl-ual ability. 

Asi^uining i:\\i\t co13c^,g quality aiul f.',raflc6i do provide an cvffocti.ve 
control for ability, v:e must sc-^arch for a different in tcrpre tal j on of 
graduate enrolliiie.nt . Tbe one Lrmt comer, lo mind iti tbal. this variable 
may represent expofaire to student protests and protesters, Sucb ex- 
posure to the perspective of the dissenters may produce sympathy for 
dissent in much the same \;ay that' exposure to mer.ibers of minority ethnic 
groups produces tolerance. 

Finally^ we may turn to the data on career field. None of the 
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coefficients for single fields is very large, so the increments in R 
are given v;ithout the detailed data for each fi.eld. This allov.'S us lo 
look at the effects of field as a single "variable." Kach field ques- 
tion adds about as much information as do the otiier variables already 
in the model. Net of the other variables, humanists tend to be high 
on support of protests and engineers and businessmen tend to be Tov;, 
V7ith coefficients for the other fields gencrall-y falling in betv7oen 
the tv:o extremes. With all variables taken into account, 18 per cent 
of the var iance is explained . This is' the same as a mul ti.ple cor- 
relation of ,42 . 



VJci aro now In n l)C^sjtu^^ l u .sijccvil ;i Ic: cui n prncric;]! iiVi'IiUmu 
Uhiil ha.'i rocci.vc'cl coiks i.clcjrh] o atLcni-loii JiiUO.y: the i)or3.s.i 1) i 1 j I y lUni 
slvKlj.os such r';K tlp'.s c:nn In lo pi'cdU'i uiiich nppi .Icnn I s [o n lol- 

v;lll fMi^^'i^^^c in |»roLc.s( and ibv U5;o (if sucli a r.Cndy io |»n'.vcMit (Ik* 
adnu.,s«i.an of such people. If we as.'uuiii' l. al. find.in|^^,s ou .-'.iipporl for 
protesSts yield fairly accural.c clucr l.o acLual protesl: IjcIkiv i.oi* , it: 
seeiori clr>ar llial. c.'.n adr.iif>!..loii5; procedure gearcid to t.liese cluen v;ou]d 
be largely fuLile and coinpl tM.e] y fooJLi;li. 

The fuLlllly cohk's about frorn l:he fael ihal: data of thlfJ kind 
do not "work" as accurate jM-cdictorr. of indi.vidu.al behavior. If college 
quality and [grades are taken as surro^^atcs for aljili.ty, the kind of In- 
formation available to an admissions officer explains about 10 per cenl 
of the variance, leaving 90 per cent unexplained. As a basis fc)r pre- 
dicting v;hat an indi\idual is goi.nv', to do or liov; he is going to fee] , 
this is little better than noticing. 

More ironic, hov;evcr, is the fact that the clues to support 
for dissent are primarily tlie student characteristics that most colleges 
are looking f or . What col lege is going to deny admission to brigh t 
children from v/ell-educated families or to students vjho are likely to 
go on to graduate school in "intellectual" fields? As other research 
has sbovjn, these are the cliaracter is tics of tlio dissenters themselves. 
It seems unlikely that many colleges vjill cut off their nose to spite 
their face. 
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intellectual ability of its -freshman class. See Alexander W. Astln, 

Who Goes VJhere to Colle ge? (Chicago: Science Research Associates, 1965), 
p. 55. 

9. Institutional data on student protests were kindly provided 
by Richard E. Peterson of the Educational Testing Service. 
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TABLl.-: 1. 

ATTITUDl-^S OF AI.UMIsI TOWARD MILXXAMCY 
(Par Cant) 



Sl:a Lcmenl: 



Supp07*l: f or 
Mi J.lLnncy 



The proLests of college ^,tuck•^nl■.s are c^ healf.hy slj'.n 

for America . . (Agree) 51 

This country would be bel:l:er off if l:hcrc v;crc less 
protest and dissatisfaction coming from college 
campuses (Disa^-ree ) AS 

College stiidenLv. should lose their drnft deferments 
for partici.patlng in demonstrations against tlie 
draft (Disagree) 58 

In the long run, current protests of Negroes in tha 
cities will be healthy for America .... (Agree) 

Negro militancy is needlessly' dividing Ainerican ■ 

society into conflicting canvps . . . . . (Disagree) 33 

The main cause of Negro riots In tl^e cities is v;hit.e 

racism (Agree) 36 



I ERIC 
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TAIILI.': 2 

AND surpoirr yoi< milxxakcy 



I nd 0. p e n d on t V ci r i a bio' 

Parencal family i.ncome^^. . 

Fat:hcr s education .... 

Slzci of hovuetovni 

Original roli^^ion (Jewish) 

Own age 

College qua lily. 

, d 

College grades 

Graduate enrollment . . . 

^In liundreds of dollars. 

In years . 

^As tin's "selectivity." 

and A - 9, A-. = 8, C- = 2, D-l- or lower - 1. 

^Number of years (full-time equivalents) enrolled 
graduate school between 1961 and 1968. 



.09 
.16 
.13 
.34 
-.16 
.23 
.17 
.2A 
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■ TABUJ 3 

SUPPORT FC)!< MII.ITAKCY lA' CMlKiAX VlKl.]:) 
(Per Cc.v\t in Top Quiiruilc.;) 

Cfircer FlcJcl 

Caret er F i.e. Id 

Sen 3 or 

Hunuiniticis .... 

Social sciences 
Lav: . . . o . . . 
Phy s i c a 1 sciences 
Other professions 
Medicine . ... . . 

Biological sciences 
Eclucnl-.ion .... 

}3usiness 

Engineering . . . 



54 


62 


47 


54 


47 


48 


31 


36 


36 


35 


34 


33 


33 


33 


24 


24 


17 


15 


16 


14 



SUPJ.'ORT FOR MILITANCY T>Y AGE AND COLLBGl:: QUALX'IY 
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TALLl' /i 

SUPJ.'ORT FOR MILITANCY T>Y AGE AND COLLBGL QUALX'IY 
(Pgi; Genu in Top Qunrt'ilc) 

Age 

GoIle^;e 

Quality 28 or 29-31 Over 31 

Younger 

"i-Bh ''\l,208) (7 37 ) 2^158) 

HediAun . 2°(1J.51) (879) ^^SO/i) 

l-ow ^^(1,366) '^^1,097 ) ^°(66].) 
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TADL)-; 5 

APPROPiO'ATE STAKDAIIMZI:;.') PAJiTJ.AL REGRiJ.SSTOM V,']':;rc;!!TS (KM;;?.) 
AND COEFFICIEaXS OF Dli.Ti'RMl NATION (R'- ) OV VARlAliLES 
J.NFLUiiKCIKG SVrpO}lT I'OR MIUIANCY 



Ftither's education .13 

Parentnl Jinmily income • • • -.02 

Oi.-lgi.nfil I- el i.e. ion (Jc;v:isli) . Jl 

Sixe of homo 1.0 v.'n '07 

, , , -.12 .06 .06 .25 

College quali.l:y .58 .09 .03 .30 

College grades .16 . ^ 1- • -33 

Graduate enrollment: .... .17 .l^i -03 .37 

Senior (1961) career field . " .^-^ -02 .^lO 

1968 career field " -02, .A2 



